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EDITORIALS 


The Reformed Faith and Ecumenism— 
You Cannot Have Both 


Insofar as the ecumenical movement lays _ its 
primary and ultimate emphasis on Christian co- 
operation among evangelical bodies for a mutual 
witness, and, where indicated, for concerted action 
for righteousness, it is a movement which is worthy 
of support and should be implemented by appropri- 
ate action of the contracting parties. 


But, where the ecumenical movement envisions 
the organic union of constituent groups—and that 
of a necessity on the barest statement of the con- 
tent of Christian truth—then the ecumenical 
movement and the Reformed faith are at odds, 
one with the other, and a decision of belief and of 
allegiance must be made by those holding this faith. 


With all our heart we believe in Christian 
cooperation, where this can be done without com- 
promise of basic beliefs. But, we are forced to face 
the fact that every argument derived from Scripture 
which is now used to bolster the arguments for the 
proposed organic union of the three larger Presby- 
terian bodies can also be used—and is being so used 
—to break down all denominational lines and work 
for one great united Protestant Church. 





The argument that such “can never eventuate 
in our life time” is no argument at all. Either such 
a plan is right or it is wrong; it is either good or 


bad. 


In working for the preservation of a vigorous 
witness to the Reformed faith there is a_ basic 
reason. We believe that the Reformed faith, as 
taught by Calvin and as historically accepted by 
the Westminster divines and our Presbyterian fore- 
fathers, more nearly and more clearly presents the 
Biblical concept than any other system in Protes- 
tantism. 
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Presbyterian doctrine is no milk and water con- 
cept of Christianity. Standing at its very center 
is its affirmation of the sovereignty of God with 
the complete subordination of man and nature to 
the Creator, Redeemer and Preserver of all things. 


When one studies the Confession of Faith one 
comes face to face with a marvelous presentation 
of the great doctrines of Christianity with their 
roots grounded and supported by the Word of God. 


This is in no way to say that men and women 
holding other systems of doctrine are not Christians 
—provided they accept Christ as the eternal Son 
of God and as their own Saviour from sin. 





But, it is to say that in Reformed theology we 
Presbyterians believe we have a system which more 
nearly and most clearly presents the Scriptural 
concept of God and man. 


Therefore, if Presbyterians are forced to make a 
choice this choice must rest on what they feel to 
be the pattern most clearly presented in the Word 
of God. To give this up, or make it of secondary 
importance, means substituting an organizational 
concept for something of greatest spiritual value. 


Presbyterianism has been rightly zealous for her 
confessional position. We are in grave danger of ac- 
cepting in its place an inclusivism which places its 
primary emphasis on the whims of individual in- 
terpretation rather than on the clear statements of 
divine revelation. To illustrate the point: The 
Virgin birth of our Lord—this is either true or it is 
false. Those who accept the Scriptural record be- 
lieve it is true, not only because of the record itself 
but also because of its implications and its alterna- 
tive. Those who question the supernatural and 
reject the full inspiration and authority of the 
Scriptures accept or reject the Virgin birth ac- 
cording to the dictates of their own minds, or the 
minds of others. 
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It is right here that Presbyterianism stands at 
the cross-roads today. There ‘are many within the 
Presbyterian Church (USA, UP and US), who 
feel that the usefulness of our confessional position 
has now been outlived, that the present and proper 
emphasis should be away from doctrine and cen- 
tered in organizational set-up. 


On the other hand, there are many others who 
feel that the Reformed faith, with its clearly stated 
doctrines, is just as relevant, valid and important 
in our time as it has ever been. In fact, many feel 
that it is even more important today because of 
the persistent efforts to compromise its emphases 
and bring them more into conformity with “modern 
thinking”, even though the latter may no longer 
be Bible-centered. 


Nothing brings the dilemma of present-day Pres- 
byterianism more into focus than the action of the 
1950 U.S.A. General Assembly in looking with 
favor on a movement to organically unite seven 
denominations, at least five of which are not of 
the Reformed tradition. That this action was re- 
scinded by the 1951 General Assembly of that 
Church brings little comfort to those who feel 
that historic Presbyterianism should be preserved 
and vitalized. Nor does it argue well for the 
future, should the three great divisions of Presby- 
terianism unite. Some of our most ardent pro- 
ponents of the present Plan of union honestly admit 
that this is but one step in a long series of en- 
visioned unions. The fact that they feel this may 
take several generations to accomplish does not 
help the situation, for the basic question is not 
the time involved but rather the direction in which 
we are going. 


Therefore, it would repay all who bear the 
name “Presbyterian” to stop and consider. Is our 
faith relevant for today? Is it based on the Scrip- 
tures or human philosophy? Is it a system of belief 
and of polity worth preserving in our contemporary 
world? Where shall we lay the chief emphasis— 
in organization or in Christian doctrine? It is not 
enough to say that all that is proposed at this time 
is a union of three Presbyterian groups “with the 
same background and holding the same system of 
doctrines and accepting the same Confession of 
Faith.” Has Presbyterian leadership been holding 
fast to these things, or, do many seem far more 
concerned about the implication of the ecumenical 
movement for organizational unity and power than 
for the maintaining of the basis of our faith itself? 


Some have observed that the leadership of the 
Presbyterian Church U.S.A. would give anything 


to erase that action of the 1950 General Assembly, 
although they voted for it then and voted to rescind 
it in 1951. But, it stands there as a lamp and as 
a warning to all who believe that the Reformed 
faith is something of infinite value today—some- 
thing to be believed, to be affirmed and to be 
lived by. 


To some this may still seem somewhat obscure. 
On the other hand, while some frankly and will- 
ingly would renounce this heritage for a mess of 
ecumenical pottage there are others who see clearly 
what is involved and who have the vision of a 
new affirmation of an old faith and an alignment 
along these lines. L. N. B. 


(More Editorials on page 17) 





STILL THEY COME 
College Park, Ga. — WHEREAS, it is the 


desire of the Elders and Deacons of the Riverdale 
Presbyterian Church, Riverdale, Ga., to take a 
decisive position concerning the proposed union of 
the Presbyterian Church (South) and the Presby- 
terian Church (U.S.A. North). 


WHEREAS, it is our carefully considered opin- 
ion that this proposed union with the Northern 
Church will bring about complete, total, and abso- 
lute absorption of the entire Southern Church. This 
is clearly and unequivocally obvious, inasmuch as 
our church will only have approximately one fifth 
of the combined church membership if this pro- 
posed union is approved and no adequate provisions 
have been made for any regional administrative 
autonomy. 


WHEREAS, we believe this union will most 
seriously endanger the distinctive and, what we 
believe, fundamental conservative beliefs that are 
emphasized in the Southern Church, contrary to 
the well known more liberal views of the Northern 
Church. 


WHEREAS, we seriously doubt that the cur- 
rent ecumenical effort to bring about complete 
oneness in our churches will result in more souls 
being saved for Christ. After many months’ debate 
on the plan’s merits, it is now evident to every 
one that the proposed union’s discussions have al- 
ready brought into our church many diverse dif- 
ferences and controversies, many charges and coun- 
tercharges concerning the sincerity of both the pro- 
ponents and opponents. This prolonged dispute 
has undoubtedly lessened to some degree the ef- 
fective witnessing of a united church before a di- 
vided and sinful world. A mere physical union of 
our churches in name only without a spiritual unity 
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would indeed be a mockery and great harm would 
be certain to follow. Both the proponents and 


opponents of union MUST AGREE that THIS 


UNITY OF SPIRIT DOES NOT NOW 
EXIST. 

Therefore, BE IT RESOLVED: That the 
elders and deacons of Riverdale Presbyterian 


Church do hereby declare themselves as being op- 
posed to the proposed union of our Southern 
Church (U.S.) with the Northern Church 
(U.S.A.) 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That this 
resolution be published in our Church Bulletin for 
the information of the members of our Church. 

ee 

The Clerk of Session added in a letter: “I am 
certain our congregation would concur with our 
officers by also voting unanimously opposing union.” 


Still They Come 





Cleveland, Mississippi, 
November 8th, 1954. 
The Session of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Cleveland, Mississippi, met at 7:30 P. M. in 
the Educational Building, present Dr. Bolling, 
and elders, Causey, Keesler, Waldrop, Band and 
Bedwell. Opened with prayer by Dr. Bolling. 
Among other matters coming before the Session, 
was the following resolution regarding Union, 
which was presented, and upon motion made and 
duly carried, it was adopted. 


The following is a true copy. 


The Session of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Cleveland, Mississippi, has earnestly and prayer- 
fully considered the Proposed Plan of Church 
Union, the question of union itself and the action 
of the 1954 General Assembly of our Church at 
Montreat, N. C. 


The Session is unanimously opposed to the Plan 
and to Union itself at this time. 


The Session believes :— 


1—Seldom have so many committed so much 
power into the hands of so few. We oppose cen- 
tralized power. 


2—We attack no individual. But the group 
theology of the Plan of Union is not our inter- 
pretation of the Bible. 


3—The prevailing political teaching and prac- 
tice of the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A., and some 
Presbyterians, U.S., are entirely foreign to our 
conception of the Kingdom of Christ. The Pro- 
posed Plan would: tend to increase this activity. 


4—Union now will create bitterness within our 
Church which we deplore and would avoid. 


Other deepseated convictions of this Session 


could be stated, to do so would arouse foolish 
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argument and perhaps bitter debate with brethren 
we love. 


Therefore the Session of this Church declares 
itself as believing sin is the cause of our troubles, 
and Christ is the only cure. Organizations and 
mergers and methods will not change the leopard’s 
spots. A rose by any other name would smell as 
sweet. 


Our prayerful hope is that we ourselves may 
be Christian and bear witness to the love of God 
through Jesus Christ for the salvation of sinners. 
We leave to others their choice. 

Signed—Richard A. Bolling, Moderator. 
S. C. Bedwell, Clerk. 


Done in regular monthly Session meeting No- 
vember 8th, 1954, in minute book 3, page 53. 


At a meeting of the Session on December 13th, 
1954, a copy of this resolution was ordered sent 
to the North Mississippi Presbytery on or before 
their January Meeting in 1955. 


S. C. Bedwell, Clerk. 





We Can Go In 


Yes, we can go into the union with the U.S.A. 
Church if we want to, but can we come out? Not 
unless we leave our church property behind us— 
our church buildings, our manses, our Seminaries, 
our Colleges, our Conference Grounds, our Chil- 
dren’s homes, our endowments, and so on—the re- 
sult of the sacrifices and faithful giving of the 
years. If we are disappointed, and want to come 
back out, we would have to come out stripped. We 
take all in, but we bring nothing out. But is there 
any reason to think that we would be dissatisfied 
in the U.S.A. church and would want to come out? 
Yes, there is. For a part of it read the article “The 
Real Reason for Rejecting Union.” See page 7. 
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Some Thoughts On Union 


By Vernon S. Broyles, Th.D. 






Pastor North Avenue Presbyterian Church, 
Atlanta, Ga. 


For some four and a half years I have been going 
in and out of churches in the southland. In these 
years the major emphasis has been on evangelism 
and expansion, particularly in the home field. There 
are few churches which have not grown so as to 
have to expand their building facilities and new 
churches dot the landscape everywhere. (One won- 
ders why no great tide of interest in expanding 
the church overseas has risen since the world situ- 
ation is so bad and we profess to believe we have 
the only answer. But this is not my theme here.) 


Gradually a cloud has been rising to overshadow 
the bright landscape. The cloud is the unrest and 
uncertainty over union. Clouds can be good things 
as they bring rain to dry fields and I am not 
judging the value of the cloud but simply men- 
tioning it. 


We are approaching decision in this matter for 
which we may all be grateful. God has blessed 
the method used by the Presbyterian system for 
finding His will and I have great confidence that 
the voice of presbytery will make clear God’s will 
in this matter. Controversy is not always a bad 
thing and the present one over union can lead to 
good if kept within the limits of Christian love 
and if those who debate within the framework of 
the Presbyterian system are willing to abide by the 
results of the system. 


For my own conscience’s sake I want to record 
my own convictions at the present time. For sev- 
eral reasons | am opposed to union with the Pres- 
byterian Church U.S.A. and the United Presby- 
terian Church. I desire to make it clear that my 
opposition is based on no feeling that our church 
is spiritually superior. Since 1952 it has been my 
privilege to know well leaders of these and of other 
denominations in our nation. For the past four 
years I have come to know our church well. I 
cannot feel that in matters of fundamental Chris- 
tian doctrines we are necessarily any closer the 
mind of Christ than our Presbyterian brethren of 
other branches. ’ 


This fact does not lead me automatically to a 
desire for union as seems the case with many others. 
I set myself over against these with a real sense of 
humility for among them are many of my closest 
friends whose Christian witness has been used of 
God in remarkable fashion in our denomination. 


However, I cannot believe that similarity of 
doctrine and of government is necessarily an argu- 
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ment for union without regard for certain facts 
which seem very real to me. 


I cannot accept as an axiom needing no proof 
the use of Scripture dealing with “Oneness”. Christ 
prays that “they all may be one as thou, Father, 
art in me and [| in thee”. To use this as many 
seem to do as final authority for union is to accept 
an interpretation which may be correct but which 
at least is open to debate and hence is a proposition 
needing proof and not an axiom to be accepted 
without debate. 


It seems to me that the contributions of our de- 
nomination can best be made in this day of oppor- 
tunity as a separate unit of the Presbyterian family, 
rather than by having voting representatives in an 
organic unit. I am committed completely to the 
closest kind of cooperation with all Christian 
groups. There is ample room for closer unity with 
all and especially with the Presbyterian family. I 
simply do not believe the best service can be ren- 
dered by organic union. The south has a tradition 
of conservative approach in all areas. Such an ap- 
proach is not necessarily wrong as some seem to 
indicate. The conservative theological and social 
position of much of the south needs to be heard in 
the councils of the church at large. I am not saying 
that our conservative approach is always right. 
However, it needs to be put with other approaches, 
which, also, are not always right, that out of a 
mingling of minds of various viewpoints, a closer 
approach to truth can be found. This can better 
be done, I am convinced, as we remain a separate 
group and sit as equals in the councils of the 
churches. This opinion has been formed out of 
twelve years of representing our denomination in 
various national and international church interests. 
Spheres of influence tend to center in areas of ad- 
ministration and our southern voice can be made 
very dim by union. 


The present Plan of Union, which, by the way, 
was ignored in its details almost entirely in the 
debate of the General Assembly which handed it 
down to the presbyteries, does not in my opinion 
provide for the continued strength of our valid 
conervative witness. 


The Plan as presented, is an agreement on tne 
theological basis and on the broad constitutional 
foundation of the churches, where there were few 
major differences to begin with. In the matters 
having to do with administration, the Plan of 
Union simply provides for a committee of sixty to 
work it out. 
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It is easy to underestimate the importance of 
these areas yet to be decided. ‘The Committee on 
Union apparently felt that the differences in this 
area could so divide that only by leaving them until 
after the fact of union, could they be resolved. 
With a united General Assembly in which our 
southern interests will be overwhelmingly out- 
numbered, the emphasis of our southern voice can 
easily be reduced in influence. The Presbyterian 
Church, U.S.A. has made generous concessions in 
the committee of sixty which would be set up. 
However, unless this committee has in it adequate 
representation from the Boards and Agencies of 
the various churches, it will tend to neglect the 
importance of the organizational life of the church, 
even as it seems to many of us the Committee on 
Union has done. In so far as I know, this Com- 
mittee did not seriously consult Boards and Agen- 
cies until at the last minute the “Atlanta reso- 
lution” dictated a meeting in Atlanta of such 
representatives. 


There is a feeling among many that the Boards 
and Agencies of the denominations represent vested 
interests and hence cannot be allowed too much 
voice. I am of the strong opinion that in the matter 
of union, no union can be happily worked out 
which does not consult them from the beginning 
and to the end. It is a matter of record, I believe, 
that the progressive movements in each of our de- 
nominations which have lifted local churches and 
institutions to higher levels have been born in and 
promoted by the Boards and Agencies of the de- 
nominations. Also, the burden of all cooperative 
effort has been carried by these same Board and 
Agency representatives. To discount the secre- 
taries and members of these Agencies and Boards 
is to weaken any efforts toward union and to 
diminish the effectiveness of the church. It is to 
exclude those who actually are most familiar with 
the matter in hand. 


As a concluding section, I would like to point 
out certain evidences which are illustrative of what 
I have been trying to say. 


In this Plan there is no provision for any kind 
of regional autonomy. Especially is this serious in 
the areas covered by the Boards of Christian Edu- 
cation, National Missions, American Missions and 
Church Extension. It is my understanding that the 
introduction to the Methodist Plan of Union states 
that without such a provision, their Plan could not 
have been effected. 


Such authority is said to be permitted in the Plan 
and in some sense already tentatively worked out 
in the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. However, no 
administrative autonomy over finances and per- 
sonnel can be granted any region except by inclusion 
in the Articles of Agreement or by change in the 
Constitution of the United Church. This latter 
would be a laborious process. There are few in- 
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stances of authority being voluntarily shared in 
secular or religious organizations. Unless some 
such plan is put into the articles of agreement, the 
burden of proof seems on those who feel the matter 
will be cared for later. I cannot bring myself to 
support any plan which at one stroke tears down 
an organizational structure in our denomination 
which God is so richly blessing at this time. Large 
organizations in church life usually work on a 
smaller percentage of results, whether local 
churches or whole denominations and the argument 
that the larger unit will be more efficient needs 
proof.and not just assertion. 


In the area of stewardship the way we do it is 
permitted among other options. However, the 
weight of custom in the other groups will mean 
that promotion is at least divided in its emphasis. 
A divided emphasis can mean a divided interest. 


It is hard for me to believe that our emphasis 
on the Deacon can be maintained with a division 
of his duties with Trustees. The same can be true 
with our high concept of the Elder which does 
not seem to exist in some U.S.A. churches I know. 


Before the present plan was revised in the first 
months of this year there was a disturbing set-up 
of the Stated Clerk’s office. It was set forth that 
the Stated Clerk of the Presbyterian Church, 
U.S.A. would become Stated Clerk of the whole 
church. This was changed, but it is a straw in 
the wind. 


The organization and authority of the General 
Council as presented is far removed from our own 
concept of it. We have exercised great care that 
our General Council should not have authority 
over the Boards and Agencies. There is in the Plan 
of Union a real drift toward centralized authority 
in this Council. Provisions are made for its ex- 
tension down through the lower courts. This again 
is a straw in the wind of what may happen even 
in a Committee of sixty. 


The statement has been made to me: “You don’t 
trust your brethren.” The implications of this are 
not good. I do trust the Christian faith and char- 
acter of all. I do not however expect them or me 
to change radically their opinions as to how best 
to operate a church. The other churches have had 
different emphases from ours for a long time. They 
have been doing things differently because of their 
convictions. I do not expect them to change over- 
night any more than I expect myself to do so. I 
am defending the way we do it. I expect most 
of them to do the same. There is ample evidence 
that such expectation is not too far wrong on both 
sides. 


For these reasons I am against union. I wonder 
if it is too much to ask for the same understanding 
of this position which many on the other side ask 
for theirs. 
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The Real Reason For Rejecting Union 


By Rev. Wm. C. Cumming, 


Pastor Texarkana Presbyterian Church 


In a recent article in The Presbyterian Outlook 
the writer said, in regard to the separation of the 
U.S. and U.S.A. Presbyterian churches, that “the 
issues that divided us in 1861 were principally 
two,” and goes on to answer those two that he 
feels aware of, and having disposed of them he 
feels that there is now no remaining reason to 
prevent re-union. He does not seem to be aware of 
other reasons existing at that time, or of the fact 
that in 1861 the U.S.A. Presbyterian Church was 
already a divided church. He, and others who 
share his view, seem strangely silent about the 
division of 1837 into Old School and New School 
which arose over doctrine, and the question of 
loyalty to the fundamentals of the faith. 


Perhaps it might be well to go back to the year 
1801 when the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church entered into an agreement with the 
General Association of Connecticut adopting a 
plan of union which had very unfortunate results. 
Through it New England theology, later called 
“Modernism,” came into the Presbyterian church 
along with a doctrinal laxity that not only caused 
distress to those who were loyal to the Presbyterian 
standards, but which resulted in the division of 
the church in 1837 into the Old School and New 
School Assemblies. Princeton was the leading Sem- 
inary of the Old School Assembly, and Union, 
New York, became the Seminary of the New 
School Assembly. Under the leadership of Dr. 
James H. Thornwell and others, the Southern 
Synods were aligned with the Old School Assem- 
bly, and it was from that Assembly that we 
seceded in 1861, because the Gardner-Spring Reso- 
lution was adopted by the General Assembly meet- 
ing in Philadelphia, calling upon all members of 
the Presbyterian Church to support the Federal 
Government. We felt then, and feel now, that 
it is not within the province of the church to try 
to decide one’s political affiliations. 


Weakened by the loss of the Southern Synods 
the Old School Assembly entered into negotiations 
with the New School Assembly looking towards 
reunion, although this meant compromise on doc- 
trinal matters and bringing together inharmonious, 
not to say incompatible elements. Dr. Charles A. 
Hodge, the great Princeton theologian, got up from 
his sick bed to vote against this union, but it was 
consummated in 1870. 


The spirit of compromise on doctrinal matters 
might be traced through the years that followed 
and was especially in evidence in 1906 at the time 
of the union with the Cumberland Church. This 
union was opposed by some in the U.S.A. church 
tor the reason that the two churches were not one 
in doctrine, but it was carried through in line with 
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the policy adopted in 1870 of subordinating theo- 
logical differences to other considerations. 


As the years passed the rising strength of Mod- 
ernism, or “liberal” theology was more and more 
in evidence, and in 1910 it was felt necessary for 
the Assembly to issue a statement in regard to what 
were the essential doctrines of the Presbyterian 
Church. Then in 1916 it was felt necessary to 
re-affirm the statement of the 1910 Assembly in 
view of increasing disloyalty to the standards of 
the church. However these actions did not stop 
the progress of the virus and in 1922 the situation 
was publicized by the preaching in the First Pres- 
byterian Church of New York City of Dr. Harry 
Emerson Fosdick, well-known Modernist and mem- 
ber of the faculty of Union Theological Seminary 
in New York. Though not himself a Presbyterian 
he had been allowed to occupy that prominent pul- 
pit for a considerable time and to use it as a vantage 
point for disseminating doubt and disloyalty in the 
church. Finally he grew so bold as to throw down 
the gauntlet in a sermon entitled, “Shall the Fun- 
damentalists Win?” This sermon was widely cir- 
culated and produced a decided reaction in certain 
parts of the church. The Presbytery of Philadel- 
phia overtured the General Assembly “to bring 
the preaching in the First Presbyterian Church of 
New York into harmony with the Confession of 


Faith.” 


In taking action the 1923 General Assembly not 
only ordered the Presbytery of New York “to 
take such action . . . as will require the preaching 
and teaching in the First Presbyterian Church of 
New York to conform to the system of doctrine 
taught in the Confession of Faith,” but it reaffirmed 
the deliverances regarding essential doctrines made 
by the Assemblies of 1910 and 1916 in regard to 
five essential doctrines. These were (1) the plen- 
ary inspiration and inerrancy of the Holy Scrip- 
tures, (2) the Virgin Birth of Christ, (3)° His 
bodily resurrection, (4) His substitutionary atone- 
ment by which He “satisfied divine justice and 
reconciled us to God,” and (5) His miracles, all 
of which were expressions of the historic position 
of the Presbyterian Church in all of its branches. 
It was hoped that this clear and straightforward 
statement would solve the problem that was 
troubling the church, but eighty-five commissioners 
to the Assembly signed a protest, and in January 
a statement appeared which was signed by one 
hundred and fifty ministers in which the action 
of the 1923 General Assembly in regard to the 
five doctrines named as “essential doctrines of the 
Word of God and our Standards” was cited, and 
in which it was stated that “we are opposed to 
any attempt to elevate these five doctrinal state- 
ments, or any of them, to the position of tests for 
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ordination or for good standing in our church.” 
Strange to say the whole paper was called an 
“Affirmation,” since its purpose was to affirm the 
liberty of the ministers in the Presbyterian Church 
U.S.A. to hold and teach views out of line with 
the doctrinal standards of the Church. It was 
called the “Auburn Affirmation’ because it was 
issued from Auburn, N. Y., where was located 
the Modernist Auburn Theological Seminary of 
the U.S.A. Church. The paper was long and in- 
volved and cited the fact that when the Old School 
and New School Assemblies united “each recog- 
nized the other as a sound and orthodox body,” 
and this was understood then, and has been under- 
stood ever since as allowing liberty in the inter- 
pretation of the Confession and exercising the 
rights guaranteed in the terms of the Reunion of 
1870. This so-called “Affirmation” was eventually 
signed by 1,293 ministers of the U.S.A. Church. 


The Presbytery of Cincinnati overtured the 1924 
Assembly, which met in Grand Rapids, Mich., to 
take action against the Auburn Affirmation and 
the overture was duly referred to the Assembly’s 
Committee on Bills and Overtures. There were 
four signers of the “Affirmation” on this Com- 
mittee and they did not bring in their report until 
the closing moments of the Assembly when they 
recommended “no action,” and the Assembly ad- 
journed without taking any. Some of those who 
wanted action felt that the signers were too num- 
erous and too influential, and there might be dan- 
ger of splitting the church and opening up the 
old division. 


Subsequent events have made it increasingly evi- 
dent that the spirit of the U.S.A. is no longer that 
of loyalty to doctrinal standards. Those who signed 
the “Auburn Affirmation” were never disciplined, 
and instead many of them were advanced to posi- 
tions of prominence and power in the church and 
in its institutions and boards, even to the office of 
Moderator of the General Assembly. In 1929 
Princeton Seminary was forced to reorganize and 
to give up its unequivocal stand upon the authori- 
tative Word of God in the great tradition of Ben- 
jamin Warfield, Charles A. Hodge, Robert Dick 
Wilson and J. Gresham Machen, and to adopt 
an inclusive policy, with two signers of the “Auburn 
Affirmation” on its board. 


Following the publication in 1932 of the notori- 
ous book “Re-thinking Missions” an investigation 
of the Board of Foreign Missions of the U.S.A. 
Church was conducted by Dr. Machen which re- 
vealed that the Candidate Secretary, who was a 
signer of the “Auburn Affirmation,” had sent out 
an official letter to over a thousand young people 
who were considering service on the foreign field 
recommending a list of books for their reading, 
which was entirely made up of the writings of 
Modernists. It was revealed also that Modernist 


missionaries had been sent out who were dissemin- 
ating that type of teaching on the mission field. 
Protest meetings were held in Philadelphia and 
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other cities and Dr. Machen prepared an overture 
to the 1933 General Assembly to which were ap- 
pended one hundred and six pages of well docu- 
mented evidence, in which he asked that the As- 
sembly bring the practices and policy of the Board 
of Foreign Missions into harmony with the con- 
stitution of the church. However the General As- 
sembly made no effort to investigate the situation 
but exonerated the Board of Foreign Missions in- 
stead, and commended its work to the church. 


This action of the General Assembly led to the 
formation of the Independent Board for Presby- 
terian Foreign Missions, so that members of the 
U.S.A. Church might have a foreign mission agency 
that they could trust to send out only missionaries 
who were true to the faith. However the 1934 
General Assembly issued a mandate stating that 
anyone who would not support the official mis- 
sionary program of the church was in the same 
position as one who refused to take part in the 
celebration of the Lord’s Supper, and all who were 
connected with the Independent Board were or- 
dered to sever their connection with it or be subject 
to the discipline of the church. Dr. Machen was 
the first to be called for trial. No opportunity 
was given him to make his defense, for all ques- 
tions of doctrine were arbitrarily ruled out, and 
the only question considered was whether he was 
connected with the Independent Board, and on 
that basis he was condemned and suspended from 
the ministry. Other presbyteries followed a similar 
course and one minister after another was sus- 
pended. When the appeals came to the General 
Assembly, which met in Syracuse, N. Y. in 1936, 
they were referred to a Judicial Commission of 
seven ministers and certain laymen. This Com- 
mission, four of whose seven ministers were signers 
of the “Auburn Affirmation,” recommended that 
the actions of the lower courts be upheld, and that 
was carried. It meant that the men who had the 
courage and loyalty to try to save the historic doc- 
trinal position of the Presbyterian Church U.S.A. 
were deposed from the ministry. As has been said, 
“The Auburn Affirmation made the U.S.A. church 
safe for the Modernists,” and it might be added 
that it made it unsafe for anyone who dares to 
raise his voice in protest or tries to do anything 
about the disloyalty of the official leadership of 
the church. 


The men who left the U.S.A. church, along with 
Dr. Machen and those who were deposed with 
him, organized the “Presbyterian Church of Amer- 
ica,” but the leaders of the U.S.A. church got an 
injunction forbidding the use of that name. We 
feel that it is unfortunate that this new church 
split—forming the Orthodox Presbyterian Church 
and the Bible Presbyterian Church—but that is 
not our concern. What we are concerned about is, 
Why they came out of the U.S.A. church. It seems 
to us that that is a subject that calls for very careful 
thought and study, for the reasons why they came 
out are the reasons why we should not go in. 





THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 




















~ wll * 











S- 


led 


ith 
ith 
1er- 

an 
We 
rch 
rch 


t is, 
ems 
eful 


ame 


(AL 








Zt 





Beene: 




















ADOPTION 
Gordon H. Clark 


Chapter XII of the Westminster Confession, on 
Adoption, is rather short, consisting of only one 
section; yet it undoubtedly merits at least a short 
discussion. The section states that all those who 
are justified are also made children of God by 
adoption and thereby enjoy certain liberties and 
privileges. 

During the past hundred years as modernism de- 
veloped, the doctrine of adoption has been slighted 
by those disloyal ministers who have rejected the 
infallibility of the Bible. In its place they have 
preached a natural and universal Fatherhood of 
God and a natural and universal brotherhood of 
man. Now, the Scriptures have considerable to 
say about the Fatherhood of God, but they have 
little or nothing to say about a natural and uni- 
versal Fatherhood. 


One verse that might be so understood is Paul’s 
use of a quotation from a Stoic poet, “for we are 
also his offspring.” Possibly the poet had some no- 
tion of a universal Fatherhood, but Paul used 
the quotation only to stress that God is a Spirit 
and that men were created in God’s image. An- 
other verse is Eph. 3:15, “Of whom the whole 
family in heaven and earth is named.” But this 
family is more reasonably understood as the family 
of the redeemed than as the human race as a whole. 


In contrast with these few and doubtful verses, 
the Scriptures speak many times and clearly of 
God’s Fatherhood in relation to a portion of man- 
kind. Of the Pharisees, Jesus said, “ye are of 
your father the devil”; but he taught his disciples 
to pray, “Our Father.” The most familiar figure 
of speech by which entrance into the Christian life 
is described is that of a new birth. Not all men, 
but some only are born again, not by their own 
will, but of God; and thus God gives them author- 
ity to become sons of God. Quite evidently they 
were not natural born sons, otherwise they would 
not have needed to be born again. If men must 
be born again, those who are not born again are 


not children of God. 


The figure of a new birth is appropriate to the 
new life that then commences. So also is the figure 
of the resurrection. Men who were dead in sin 
are raised with Christ to a life they did not pre- 
viously have. But the Scriptures also describe this 
change as adoption. Children of another father are 
adopted by God and become a part of the Christian 
family. Here too the previous conclusion follows: 
if a man becomes a child of God by adoption, he 
could not have been a child of God by nature. 
And for the same reason it is clear that the Bible 
does not teach the universal Fatherhood of God 
nor the universal brotherhood of man. It speaks 
about sheep and goats, and about a final and ir- 
remediable division between them. 


Adoption brings certain privileges that are denied 
to those not adopted. First, they receive God’s 
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name, and as members of the family can now call 
God, Abba, Father. They are pitied, protected, 
and provided for. They are sometimes even chas- 
tened by God as a Father, “yet never cast off, but 
sealed to the day of redemption, and inherit the 
promises as heirs of salvation.” 


It is comforting to know that the act of adoption 
cannot be annulled; the new birth can never be 
undone; the resurrection to newness of life can 
never be reversed. Later in the Confession this is 
more fully stated in the chapters on the assurance 
of salvation and the perseverance of the saints. 





ANGLERS 


(By the Editor of The Testament For 
Fishers Of Men) 
METHOD—The Approach 


(From Page XI in the Testament For 
Fishers Of Men) 


No doubt there would be more personal workers 
if would-be “fishers of men” were given some clear 
and workable method. Jesus’ figure of “fishing” 
is very suggestive as to a simple method. Simple 
does not always mean easy. A simple method may 
call out the best that is in us, but it will be one 
that anybody can understand. In recognizing the 
value of a method we are not forgetting that the 
Holy Spirit is the power that turns men to Christ; 
but since the Holy Spirit operates through indi- 
viduals, it is important that individuals use all the 
tact, wisdom, and skill at their command,—with 
method. In fishing, the method may be divided 
into three movements: (1) The Approach; (2) 
Angling; (3) Landing the Catch. 


The Approach. Fishing in streams requires 
caution, lest the fish be frightened away. Some 
fishermen in the mountains, where trout are very 
wary, crawl upon hands and knees to the brink, 
and cast the hook ever so quietly. It is done as 
noiselessly as the falling of a leaf from an over- 
hanging tree. 


The soul-winner approaches tactfully. Not with 
stealth, but with tact—and tact is simply putting 
yourself in the other fellow’s place and considering 
his need or his taste. Tact quickly discovers and 
corrects a wrong approach. Be tactful. Be earnest. 
Be frank. Be courageous. Be considerate. 


Sometimes the circumstances in which you find 
a man give a clue to the best method of approaching 
him. Your approach as an angler may be more 
effective if you know the fish—its habitat, its 
habits, its likes, its dislikes. A good fisherman, 
therefore, studies the fish. 


Just so, your approach to a man on this—re- 
garded by many as a delicate subject—will be more 
effective if you have learned what is his attitude 
toward life and toward things in general and in 
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particular. Seek to get on common ground with 
him first. Manifest a keen interest (sincerely) i 
what he talks to you about. Study to be of some 
help to him with the problems he is battling with 
—not necessarily spiritual problems. These are 
sometimes obvious and do not have to be told; but 
avoid offending him in offering help that is not 
desired. Cultivate him as though you were laying 
your lines to sell him an automobile, or an insur- 
ance policy, or a big bill of goods. Approach him 
with the firm purpose of making a permanent friend 
of him, not as a transient, and not ostentatiously 
as a strong one to a weak one, but, as yourself, 
a poor sinner saved by grace. It may be stated 
somewhat in this way: “We are both sinners in 
the sight of God; the only difference between us 
is that I have a Saviour, and you have not, but 
that difference is wiped out the moment you accept 
Jesus Christ.” Keep yourself reminded of the fact 
that you have for him something he needs more 
than anything else in the world—and that is Christ. 

Study the Master Fisherman’s method with in- 
dividuals, as, for instance, with Nicodemus (John 
3:1-21); with Zacchaeus .(Luke 19:1-10); and 
with the woman of Samaria (John 4:6-42). 





Helps For Understanding 
Scripture Reading in Day by Day 
Sun.—Jan. 16—Ephesians 4:1-16. 

Every believer is a member of the body of Christ 
—the church. Verses 2-6 stress the unity of the 
church; verses 7-11 the variety of gifts (talents) 
given to different members of the church; and 
verses 12-16 the purpose of these gifts. What 
characteristics unite Christians (v.2)? Is it also 
a unity of the Spirit (vv. 3-4) and of doctrine 


vv.5-6)? The purpose of the variety of gifts 
(vv.7-11) is to build up Christians to spiritual 
maturity (vv.12,14,15). Spiritual maturity unites 
Christians (vv.13,16). Spiritual maturity pro- 


tects the church from error and divisions (v.14). 
Do I know what gift has been given to me (v.7) ? 
Am I using it to promote the maturity and unity 
of my Church? 

Mon.—Jan. 17—Matthew 28:1-15. 

Contrast the way in which the soldiers and 
elders reacted to the resurrection of Christ with 
the reaction of the women? How did the appear- 
ance of the angel affect the soldiers (v.4)? the 
women (v.8)? What evidence did the angel give 
the women that Christ had risen (v.6)? What 





further evidence did they receive (vv.9-10)? Do 
you think the chief priests believed Christ had 
arisen (vv.11-15)? Contrast the instructions given 
to the women with those given to the soldiers 
(vv.7,10,12-15). Have I believed those who de- 
liberately falsify historical events of the faith? Or 
do I know the joy (v.8) and love (v.9) that 
result from seeing and knowing the risen Christ? 
Tues.—Jan. 18—I John 4:13-21. 

How does the author know he belongs to God 
vv. 13-16) ? What has been given to him (v.13) ? 
Is he an eyewitness of Christ (v.14)? What does 
he believe about Christ (v.15)? Do I know that 
God lives in me because I have accepted Christ 
and have been born of His Spirit? 

If we belong to God, and He dwells within 
us, what can we know of His attitude toward 
us (v.16)? So supreme is God’s love that it pro- 
tects the Christian completely from the Day of 
Judgment (vv.17-18). How should God’s love 
for us affect our lives (vv.19,21)? Is it possible 
to have God’s love in us and hate our brother 
(v.20)? Can those around me know that God’s 
love dwells in me because of the way I treat them? 


Wed.—Jan. 19—Matt. 16:24-27. 

Ponder these verses carefully. He who follows 
Christ has no easy road. To follow Christ means 
giving up self-will and self-gain to seek the will 
and gain of Christ (v.24). What happens to 
the person who tries to hold on to his old sinful 
nature (v.25)? Can one save oneself by gaining 
all this world has to offer (v.26)? Verse 26 also 
says that one’s soul is worth far more than all 
earthly possessions. What kind of abandonment 
of the old life for Christ is advocated in vv.24-25? 
Do you think that what Christ will repay to 
the faithful (v.27) will be more than what is 
included in “the whole world” (v.26)? The 
cross-bearer will save his soul and gain an inheri- 
tance as well. He who seeks to save his life loses 
all. Which is more profitable? Which am I fol- 


lowing—self or Christ ? 


Thurs.—Jan. 20—John 13:1-17. 

The washing of the guests’ feet was a task 
reserved for the servant. Describe Jesus’ actions 
in verses 4-9, What principle was He teaching 
His disciples (vv.13-17)? What was Jesus’ atti- 
tude toward those whose feet He washed (v.1) ? 
What did He know about Judas (v.2,10-11)? 
What do you make of Peter (vv.619)? Did he 
feel it was Jesus’ place to be washing his feet 
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(vv.6,8)? Notice Jesus’ reply (v.8). What 
motivated Peter’s response (v.9)? Am I willing 
to love and serve not only my friends, but also 
those who would do me harm? 


Fri—Jan. 21—Matthew 5:13-20. 

The scribes and Pharisees were meticulous about 
keeping the Old Testament law. Did Jesus come 
to destroy that law (vv.17-19)? He came to fill 
it full of spiritual meaning (v.17). Was the out- 
ward keeping of the law by the Pharisees sufficient 
to meet the standards of Christ (v.20)? What 
does Christ say of the influence of the Christian 
on the world (vv.13,14)? The salt and the light 
come from a deep spiritual fellowship with Christ. 
Do the scribes and Pharisees befit the description 
of vv.13,14? What do they lack? Are you what 





Christ called His disciples in vv.13,14? Or are 
you just living up to certain outward moral 
standards? What do you lack? 


Sat.—Jan. 22—Matt. 12 :46-50. 

What was Jesus doing in v. 46? Who was try- 
ing to talk with Him (v.46)? Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, was also a human being and a mem- 
ber of a human family (see Mark 6:3). How- 
ever, as the Son of God, who were his real 
brothers and sisters? —To whom did He point in 
v.49? Who all does He include in His family 
in v.50? Does this include you? Read John 1:12 
for condition of membership in God’s family. 
Have you actually received Christ into your heart? 
As His child, are you doing the will of your 
Father? 





SABBATH SCHOOL LESSONS 





LESSON FOR JANUARY 16 


Christ, The Son Of 


Background Scripture: Matthew 16:13-17; 
John 1-1-14; 5:17, 18; 14:8-14; 17:1-5; Philip- 
pians 2:5-11; Colossians 1:15-20; Hebrews 


1:1-4; Devotional Reading: John 5:19-29. 


REV. J. KENTON PARKER 





The Living God 


It is hard to see how anyone can read these verses from the Scriptures and not believe in the full 


deity of our Lord. 


Unbelief is an awful sin; unreasonable and inexcusable, when we have so much 
evidence. This sin possessed the hearts and minds of the Jews in Jesus’ day. 


In spite of all they saw 


and heard, they closed their eyes and stopped their ears and hardened their hearts. Isaiah, Jesus, and Paul 


all warned them of this most terrible sin. 


Out of the abundance of the rich material which 
we have for our study, only a few points can be 
touched upon. 


I do not wish to omit the Devotional Reading for 
it is one of the most convincing. (John 5:19-29) 
In these verses we have two great “works” which 
prove His oneness and equality with the Father. 
In the preceding verse 18 the Jews sought the 
more to kill Him because he said God was his 
Father, making Himself equal with God. In the 
following verses He lays claim to two great 
“works” which He has been given: (1) the quick- 
ening of the dead, and (2) Judgment. “Even so 
the Son quickeneth whom He will;”’ “For the 
Father judgeth no man, but hath committed all 
judgment unto the Son.” He has done .this for 
a special reason, namely, “That all men should 
honor the Son, even as they honor the Father. He 
that honoreth not the Son, honoreth not the Father 
which hath sent Him.” Yet we have many in our 
day who say they honor God, and are dishonoring 


His Son. 


There are two kinds of “quickening,” or resur- 
rection: the resurrection of the soul, and the resur- 
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It remains today as the sin of all sins. 





rection of the body. The first takes place when 
a person “heareth my word and believeth on Him 
that sent me’’, they that hear shall live. This is 
the “new Birth.” We are dead in trespasses and 
sins. When we hear and believe we pass from 
death to life, and shall not come into condemna- 
tion. (24,25) The other resurrection is the 
resurrection of the body at the last Day, when 
‘all who are in their graves shall hear His voice 
and come forth; they that have done good unto 
the resurrection of life; and they that have done 
evil unto the resurrection of damnation” (Judg- 
ment). These two “works,” resurrection, and 
judgment, which have been given to Christ, clearly 
prove His deity and oneness with the Father. If 
we had no further proof, these verses would be 
sufficient for those who have open minds and want 
to know the truth. Now, let us turn to the list 
of selections given us for our study today. 


I. Peter's Confession of Faith; or Peter’s 
Testimony: 


Matthew 16:13-17. 


Jesus had come to the coasts of Caesarea Philippi 
where He asked the two questions which brought 


PAGE 11 











out this noble confession. First He asked the gen- 
eral question, Whom do men say that I, the Son 
of man, am?, and they tell Him. Then He asks 
the personal question, But whom say ye that I am? 
Peter, acting as spokesman for the others, made 
the answer, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the 
Living God. It was a noble answer, inspired by 
the Father in heaven. This is the Rock upon 
which the Christian Church rests, and those who 
refuse to make such a confession have no right to 
call themselves Christian. Unitarianism strikes at 
the very foundation of the Church. 


II. John’s Testimony to the Deity of Christ: 
John 1:1-14; 5:17,18; 14:8-14; 17:1-5. 


John wrote his gospel, as he tells us in 20:31, 
“that ye may believe that Jesus is the Christ, the 
Son of God; and that believing ye might have 
life in his name.’’ His whole gospel has this dis- 
tinct purpose. Let me quote from the New Ana- 
lytical Bible: “The design of this gospel, to set 
forth the divinity of our Lord, is indicated by the 
opening statement—that the Word is God. ‘Thus 
we see that the Bible addresses more than one as 
God, but it is Trinity and not tri-theism. That 
the deity of Christ is here distinctly stated cannot 
be disputed. The same truth was declared by 
Christ and He permitted others to do so. If He 
knew Himself to be other than Divine He would 
have corrected others who invested Him with that 
character. ... As his opening words announce 
the Deity of the Lord so the closing words of the 
Gospel state that the design was to establish this 
great truth as the basis of faith. In other words, 
that faith is groundless if Jesus Christ is not the 
Divine Son of God.” 


Let us now look at the selections chosen for our 
study, and many more as equally conclusive might 
have been chosen, for as we have seen, the whole 
gospel of John has this as its purpose. 


1. Christ as the Logos; the Word: 
John 1:1-14. 


The new one volume Commentary on the Bible 
has a very suggestive outline of these verses: 
(1) The Word in relation to being, verses 1 and 
2. We have here a “clear echo of the opening 
verse of the Old Testament.” “The Logos is a 
Being whose existence lies beyond time.” (2) 
The Word in relation to creation, (3-5). All 
things were made by Him. He was an active Agent 
in creation. This implied a definite claim to Deity. 
(3) The Word in relation to history. The light 
was creatively present in the world prior to any 
incarnation. (4) The Word incarnate, (14-18) 
(compare verse 1 with verse 14) The Word Who 
was in the beginning became man: the Word 
Who was with God dwelt among men: He Who 
was God was full of grace and truth. The 
Eternal Word is now identified with the Christ 
of history. —The Word was made flesh, and dwelt 
among men. Our Lord assumed a real human 


body.” 
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PUG. S74 occ cte ....Ssingle copy, 95¢ 
100 for $85.00 
FAVORITE HYMNS REVISED 
New, all-purpose songbook. 333 favorite 
hymns, plus 31 brand-new, hitherto unpub- 
lished selections, winners in a recent contest 
for gospel songs. 10 complete pages of 
Scripture readings for responsive use. Large, 
clear type on hymnal-size pages. Handsome 
maroon cloth binding, gold stamped. 
Pe SPST os vacued single copy, $1.25 
100 for $102.50 


GREAT SONGS OF THE CHURCH 

The 12th edition of this splendid hymnal 
offers 600 sacred songs and 52 responsive 
readings, suitable to all services. Both modern 
gospel songs and favorite hymns of the ages. 
Bound in blue pebblegrain cloth, stamped in 

gold, blue stained edges, ribbon marker. 
INO: STS. ctcrans single copy, $1.50 
10 for $12.50, 100 for $125 


At Your Bookstore or 


THE STANDARD PUBLISHING CO. 
20 E. Central Pkwy., Cincinnati 10, Ohio 
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2. Christ is 
John 5:17,18. 
My Father worketh hitherto, and I work. 
Therefore the Jews sought the more to kill Him, 
because he had not only broken the Sabbath, but 
said also that God was his Father, making himself 
equal with God. This is not the only place where 
he assumes that equality, naturally and unmis- 
takably. The Jews were right when they gave 
this meaning to his words, for this was exactly 
what he claimed: He is “equal in power and 
glory” with his Father, as we state in our Stan- 
dards. In 10:31 He says, “I and my Father are 
99 
one. 


3. We see the Father in Him: 
John 14:8-14. 

He that hath seen Me hath seen the Father: 
No man hath seen God at any time: the only- 
begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the Father, 


he hath declared him, (1:18). 


4. The Glory He had before the world was: 
John 17:1-5. 

These verses begin the great High Priestly 
Prayer of our Saviour, His Intercessory prayer. He 
prays that the Father will glorify Him with the 
glory I had with thee before the world was. Here 
his Deity, His oneness with the Father, His eternal 
existence, are all clearly taught. 


III. The Testimony of Paul: 

Philippians 2:5-11; Colossians 1:15-20; Hebrews 
1:1-4 (I include Hebrews because I believe Paul 
wrote that book). 

1. The Deity, Incarnation, and Exaltation of 
Christ Jesus. (Philippians 2:5-11) Both the deity 
and humanity of our Lord are shown in this 
familiar passage. Paul is exhorting the Christians 
to have the mind which was in Christ, and He 
tells what that mind is. The Lord Jesus existed 
in the form of God and was equal with the 
Father - counted not the being on an equality with 
God a thing to be grasped (R.V.) - He did not 
have to “grasp it,” for it was his already. 

Then there follows a beautiful description of 
his grace and humility as “He emptied himself,” 
taking the form of a servant, and was made in the 
likeness of men. He humbled himself and became 
obedient to death, even the death of the cross. 


Wherefore God hath highly exalted Him and 
given him a name that is above every name, that 
at the name of Jesus every knee should bow and 
every tongue confess that he'is Lord, to the glory 
of God the Father. The exaltation of Jesus does 
not take anything away from God the Father but 
enhances that glory. The more we honor the Son 
the more glory we give to the Father. 

2. In all things He might have the pre- 
eminence: Colossians 1 :15-20. 

Notice some of these “things”: (1) He is the 
image of the invisible God, (2) The First born of 
all creation (eternally begotten of the Father), 
(3) All things were created by Him (4) He was 


“Equal with God”: 
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before all things and by him all things consist, 
(5) Head of the Body, the Church, (6) First- 
born from the dead (first-fruits of those that 
sleep), (7) By His cross He reconciles all things 
unto himself. In other words, the execution of 
the Plan of Salvation is given to Him as His part. 
All three Persons of the Godhead were concerned 
about, and had a part in this Plan. 


3. A More Excellent name than they (angels) : 
Hebrews | :1-4. 


He is better than prophets and angels, for He 
is the Heir of all things, by whom he made the 
worlds. How could words be clearer or plainer 
than in verse 3? Who, being the brightness of 
His glory, and the express (very) image of His 
person (substance) and upholding all things by the 
word of His power. He purged our sins and sat 
down on the right hand of the Majesty on high, 
being made better than the angels. 


Verse 6 should be included for it tells us why 
His name is better. He is not a creature like the 
angels, but is eternally begotten of the Father. 
The angels are to worship Him. It would be 
idolatry to worship Him, if He were not God. In 
verse 8 He is called God: “But unto the Son he 
saith, Thy Throne, O God, is for ever and ever.” 
(See Psalm 45:6,7). 
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YOUTH PROGRAM FOR JANUARY 16 


Showing Proof 


Hymn: “O Worship The King, All Glorious 
Above”’ 


Prayer 

Scripture: Galatians 6:1-10 

Hymn: “Saviour, Teach Me, Day By Day” 
Offering 

Hymn: “My Hope Is Built On Nothing Less” 


PROGRAM LEADER: 


(In this program you are going to consider how 
education, religion, and family life work mightily 
to make your community as it is. A good way of 
presenting the program would be to ask a teacher, 
a minister, and a Christian parent to discuss re- 
spectively how the school, the church, and the home 
help to determine the character of the community. 
If you do choose to give the program in this way, 
be sure to invite your guest speakers well in advance 
of the date of the meeting.) 


Communities have character and reputation just 
as individuals do. Some communities are known 
for being neat, quiet, and friendly. Others are 
known for being slovenly, rowdy, and unfriendly. 
In our program this evening we are seeking to de- 
termine the forces that make communities what 
they are. When an individual person has certain 
unusual characteristics there is usually a reason for 
it, and we believe that there are causes which de- 
termine the nature of communities. Until we find 
out what some of these causes are, there is not much 
we can do toward making bad communities good 
and good communities better. 


First SPEAKER: 

It goes without argument that education is a 
powerful force in the shaping of every community. 
Other things being equal, a community of educated 
people is a better place to live than a community 
of uneducated people. Education always tends to 
enrich the lives of people, and it is quite natural 
that it should also improve the community. 


In general, there are two major divisions of 
education. One is the technical division. Its aim 
is to teach people how to do their work more ef- 
ficiently and more profitably. It results in better 
farming, better manufacturing, better business 
practices, etc. Wherever you find education of this 
kind, you will find a high material standard of 
living. There will be nice homes with more of 
the modern conveniences, there will be good roads 
and good means of transportation, and there will 
be many of the things which make for comfort and 
convenience. The high material standard of living 
in America is evidence that technical education is 
highly developed. 
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The other division of education is called liberal 
education. Its aim is to teach people to enjoy the 
beautiful, the true, and the good things of life. 
Wherever you find this kind of education, you 
will find good music, good literature, good art 
and architecture, and all of the things which we 
call cultural qualities. Someone has said that edu- 
cation of this kind teaches us to do and enjoy the 
things which machines cannot do for us. 


The best education mixes these two types. It 
does not make for a balanced life or the best com- 
munity if one type of education is emphasized to 
the exclusion of the other. A man may know how 
to operate an intricate machine perfectly and he 
may receive high wages for his skill, but his life 
will be drab if he cannot read. On the other hand, 
there is something wanting about the man who 
thrills to great music and literature but who does 
not have enough practical ability to make a living. 
A good community requires that its people have 
both practical skill and appreciation of the higher 
things. Education is the force which provides both. 


SECOND SPEAKER: 

The Christian religion has always been the cham- 
pion of education, but it has also insisted that edu- 
cation is not enough to make people what they 
ought to be. Education is concerned mainly with 
the training of mind and muscle, while man is 
basically a spiritual being. History has proved very 
conclusively that to educate the mind without 
transforming the spirit can be a very dangerous 
thing. The Christian religion is the only force in 
the world that can transform the whole man, spirit 
and all. The Bible says, “If any man be in Christ, 
he is a new ceature.”’ Human life is always highly 
abnormal when it is out of touch with God. We 
are born out of touch with God, being separated 
from Him by our sinful nature. The only way we 
can be restored to fellowship with Him is through 
faith in Christ. Jesus said, ““No man cometh unto 
the Father but by me.” 


It is quite obvious that Christianity is the only 
force that can change the life of the individual. 
The only way a man can be brought into right 
relation to God and to other men is through Christ. 
We started out to discuss the community, and now 
we are speaking of individuals, but we are not 
really straying from the subject. Individuals and 
communities are closely related because communi- 
ties are made up of individuals. Christianity, like 
education, shapes the community as it works in 
the lives of individual people. 


Ordinarily Christianity does its work in the 
community very slowly but very surely. It is like 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 











a ee 


i 































the rising of the sun, you can be sure that it is 
taking place, but you cannot see the movement. 
Once in a while, when a sin-ridden community is 
swept by a great revival, you can see how dra- 
matically the power of God in Christ can change 
the character of a whole community in a few short 
days. This same power is at work in every com- 
munity where Christ is being preached, and over 
a period of years you will be able to see the same 
wonderful transformation. No community is a 
good one until its people are morally and spiritually 
renewed, and the only force which can effect such 
renewal is the religion of Jesus Christ. 


THIRD SPEAKER: 

It hardly seems proper to refer to the home as 
a force, but we all recognize that a community is 
no better than its homes. The most powerful in- 
fluences in our lives are those which touch us in 
our earliest years, and our earliest years are spent 
in our homes. It has been said that what a person 
really is, is what he is at home. The real character 
of a community then, is determined by its homes. 


There is no denying the importance of education 
and religion in shaping the life of a community, 
but the effectiveness of these two forces depends 
very largely on the attitude of the home toward 
these things. Fine schools and fine churches can- 
not do much to improve the life of the community 
unless the homes of that community are positively 
interested in education and religion. In the absence 
of schools and churches, it is possible for education 
and religion to be fostered in the homes, but it is 
exceedingly difficult for schools and churches to 
work very effectively without the cooperation of 
the home. It is not too much to say that a good 
home is the community’s greatest asset and a bad 
home is its greatest liability. 
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Women’s Work 


PLANS FOR 1955 
Emphasis—Personal Christian Faith 


I. For Each Woman 





A. New Testament reading guide 

B. The Presbyterian Woman’s Workbook 

“Love” (Meditations in Presbyterian 

Women) 

D. “Singing Our Faith’—Meditations in 
Presbyterian Survey 


E. A Reading Guide to Christian Growth 
F. A self-evaluation chart 
G. A leaflet for personal use during the Week 


of Spiritual Enrichment “For Personal Use” 


II. For Women in Groups 


A. Study materials. 
1. “Loving the Faith” (study in Romans)— 
Circle Bible study 
2. “Love in the New Testament’”—Special 
Bible study in neighborhood groups 
3. Our Faith at Work—Church Emphasis in 


circle meetings 


4. “Released Power for Today” — General 
Programs 
“The Presbyterian Church” — General 


Programs 
See “The Presbyterian Woman’s Work- 
book” for other choices for general 
programs. 

. Church School classes—International Sun- 
day School Lessons 
“Christian Teachings” 
“The Southern Kingdom and Its Prophets” 
“Exile and Restoration” 
“Luke’s Story of the Early Church” 
and studies from Adult Study Courses 


Ar 


B. Planned Activities 


1. Related to Forward with Christ Movement 
goals 
2. Related to other General 
actions planned by W.A.C. 
3. Projected by the Board of Women’s Work 
a. All women in Sunday School 
b. The training of more Bible leaders 
c. Retreats for special purposes of helping 
women to face ways and means of deepen- 
ing their personal Christian faith. 
d. More guidance for prayer groups 


Assembly’s 
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III. Women in Leadership 


A. Local Executive Board 
1. An interpretation of the emphasis for the 
year at the January meeting of the Board 
and by circle chairmen at the January circle 
meeting. 
Use of the chart containing 
Translation of II Cor. 13. 
3. Other emphases and special studies. To be 
held at later Board meetings. 
4. Officer’s Training Class and Planning 
Session to interpret emphasis for the year. 
B. Use of Synodical representatives attending 
special class at Women’s Training School 
at Montreat, 1954 to plan for putting 
emphasis into— 
1. Synodical Training School 
2. District Conference 
3. Local Programs 
C. Special Opportunities projected by the Board 
of Women’s Work — Presbyterial and 
Synodical retreats. 


Church News 


The William Black Home 


Rev. E. E. Gillespie, Pres. 
The William Black Home for Christian Work- 


ers, Montreat, N. C., will be open for guests 
from June 10th, 1955 to August 26th. Registration 
starts January Ist. Presbyterians of the Synod of 
N. C. have priority over all applicants up to June 
the first, and will be registered in the order of 
applications received. Home Mission Workers are 
urged to make their application as early as possible. 
Any vacancies remaining after the first of June 
will be assigned to any applicants within or with- 
out the Synod. All registrations for the “Women’s 
Training School”, June 29-July 6, must be made 
by the several PRESBYTERIAL PRESIDENTS. 
ALL OTHER reservations must be made through 
a member of our staff, Miss Rea Lindler, 1130 
Maple Street, Columbia 5, S. C. 


i) 


Moffett’s 














Austin Seminary 

Ground breaking ceremonies took place De- 
cember 10th as construction began on Austin Semi- 
nary’s new $230,000 dormitory. Dr. R. A. Law 
of the Board of Trustees and Dr. R. F. Gribble, 
senior member of the faculty, turned the first 
shovels of dirt, and Dr. J. I. McCord, Dean of 


the Seminary, presided at the service. 


Despite a $50,000 lack of funds in the building 
budget, immediate construction was authorized be- 
cause of an acute housing shortage at Austin Semi- 
nary. 

The dormitory, which will house 41 students, 
represents a modern design in living accommoda- 
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tions for graduate students. Members of the fac- 
ulty worked out suggestions which were included 
in the overall design. Instead of a long hall with 
rooms to either side which has been popular in 
the past, this dormitory will employ a unit plan 
whereby the building is divided into four sections. 
Each unit will house about ten boys. 


This unique design will furnish several advan- 
tages for seminary students who carry a heavier 
class load than college students and who are 
several years more mature than the average fun- 
loving undergraduate. 


Less noise will aid in individual study program. 
A central lounge in each unit gives the students an 
opportunity to meet for discussions, devotional 
meetings, and informal seminars. Modern edu- 
cational studies agree that students learn as much 
from conversation and discussion with other stu- 
dents as they do from actual class experience. 


The dormitory matches permanent architecture 
on the seminary campus, being built of aged brick 
on a modified Colonial Gothic design. 





Agnes Scott Receives Another Legacy 


Decatur, Ga. — A legacy of $150,000 has been 
given to Agnes Scott College through the will of 
the late Dr. Mary Frances Sweet who served the 
college as physician for twenty-nine years. Dr. 
Wallace M. Alston, president of the college and 
an executor of Dr. Sweet’s estate, announced the 
bequest at a called meeting of Agnes Scott’s Board 
of Trustees December 13. 


Dr. Sweet spent her early life in Syracuse, N. Y., 
where her father, Cyrus Sweet, was a prominent 
lawyer and judge. She received her medical degree 
from Syracuse University in 1892, practiced in 
Syracuse and Albany, N. Y., and came to Agnes 
Scott as College Physician and Professor of Physi- 
cal Education in 1908. She was a member of the 
First Methodist Church in Decatur. 





Foreign Mission Notes 


Nashville — Miss Ruth Worth of Bulape Sta- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church, U.S., Congo Mis- 
sion has returned to this country on emergency 
medical furlough. Miss Worth, who has been in 
Africa since 1951, reached the U. S. Nov. 23. 


She is undergoing treatment at the Mid-State 
Baptist Hospital in Nashville, Tenn. Miss Worth 
is a native of China where her parents were mis- 
sionaries. She attended the University of Virginia 
and is a graduate of Agnes Scott College. When 
first appointed by the Board of World Missions 
as a missionary, Miss Worth went to the China 
field remaining there from 1932 until the Red 
regime made further work impossible. 





Nashville — The Rev. E. H. Gartrell, Jr., of 
the Brazilian Mission of the Presbyterian Church, 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 

















tactile 




































U.S., returned to this country in December on 
regular furlough. 


Mr. Gartrell joined his wife and two children 
who have been in this country since July on an 
emergency health furlough. The Gartrells have 
been working the Uruana Station. 


Mr. Gartrell is a graduate of Hampden-Sydney 
College and Union Theological Seminary, Rich- 
mond. He also holds a Th.M. degree from Prince- 
ton Seminary. Mrs. Gartrell is a native of China 
where her parents were missionaries and is a 
graduate of Flora McDonald College. 





Paul Short Productions 
New Documentary Film, “The Mighty Fortress,” 
Portrays Resurgence of Religion in 1954; 
Featuring Billy Graham London 
and European Crusades 

Of interest to U. S. Christians is the new docu- 
mentary film, “CHE MIGHTY FORTRESS,” 
recently produced by Paul Short Productions, of 
Dallas, Texas, and released nationally in theatres. 
The film portrays the resurgence of religious in- 
terest in the year 1954, and features as the out- 
standing example, the Billy Graham Crusades in 
London and on the Continent of Europe. 


Source of the pictorial material for the 35 minute 
subject were the thousands of feet of newsreel film 
which were shot during the three month Crusade 
in London, and the month-long tour of major Euro- 
pean cities, 


The producer, Mr. Paul Short, became intensely 
interested in the project, having made his decision 
for Christ during the Graham Crusade in Dallas in 
the Summer of 1953. The film represents his first 
effort to use his years of experience in the motion 
picture industry to further the cause of Christ. 


In producing the picture, Mr. Short utilized the 
staff who have prepared the “March of Time” 
films over the past several years. Narration is by 
Mr. Westbrook van Voorhis, familiar ““March of 


Time” commentator. 


By releasing “THE MIGHTY FORTRESS” 
for exhibition in the theatres of America, Mr. Short 
feels that the amazing story of what has been ac- 
complished for God in recent months will be 
brought to many thousands who might not other- 
wise be confronted with this evidence of renewed 
faith on the part of people of every walk of life. 


In special pre-view screenings for ministers in 
various cities, keen appreciation for the film has 
been expressed. This fact, coupled with the interest 
shown in the film by professional film critics and 
executives, predicts for the film a wide viewing 
audience. 


Recommend The Journal To Friends 








JANUARY 5, 1955 


In announcing the release of “THE MIGHTY 
FORTRESS,” Mr. Short pointed out that the 
project is in no way identified with the Billy 
Graham Evangelistic Association, but that he and 
his associates were grateful for technical advice 
and identification of scenes and situations by mem- 
bers of the Graham Team. 


EDITORIALS. } 


Is Presbyterianism Drifting 
Into Platonism?P 


That is the question which stares one in the 
face as he reads current accounts of Presbyterian 
belief and unbelief in Time for April 19, 1954, in 
Look for March 23, 1954, and in What Is A 
Presbyterian? authorized by the Session of the 
Fifth Avenue Presbyterian Church of New York. 
In saying this we are not concerned with per- 
sonalities, no individual is a thousand per cent 
consistent. It may be that some of you who sit 
lightly on these fundamental facts of our salva- 
tion in Christ are strong for the mighty acts of 
God in other places. We devoutly hope so. 





: 
; 
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We are concerned with these statements as a 
general position that seems to mean our Presby- 
terian heritage in America is drifting away from 
the Biblical emphasis on the mighty acts of God 
for us men and for our salvation wrought in 
Christ into a mere set of Platonic principles of 
human ideation. 


Whatever may be true of some, perhaps incon- 
sistent, individual, can a Church take the position 
that it matters little whether its ministers accept 
the Virgin Birth of Christ as true historical fact 
or as a symbolic expression, whether they believe 
He really came out of the tomb with a physical 
body that was touched and handled, or with only 
a spiritualized or ghost body, or whether or not 
He will come again in His glory to judge the 
quick and the dead? 


These are the three focal points at which the 
New Testament testifies to the almighty power 
of God. Mary’s questioning when the Angel 
Gabriel announced to her the conception of our 
Lord was answered, thus, “For no word from 
God shall be void of power.” Lk.1.37. Paul 
used the Resurrection of Christ as the pattern 
by which to present to us the exceeding greatness 
of God’s power to reward those who believe, ac- 
cording to the working of the might of His 
strength. Ephesians 1. Similarly, in Second Thes- 
salonians the Apostle uses the Second Coming to 
mark out the glory of His power, even as our 
Lord Himself had earlier done, Mark 13.26. 


The early Church wrote these three events into 
its Creed that they might proclaim the Father 
Almighty greater than all the persecuting powers 
of Rome. Indeed, Anders Nygren, Agape and 
Eros has shown how this early Church erected 
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her three dogmas to protect the Christian faith 
from being swallowed up into Platonism, namely, 
(1) the dogma that God created earth as well as 
heaven, so that our bodies are no worse than our 
minds and can be restored to life as easily by 
the Creator as any other part of our human nature; 
(2) that God became really man or the Word 
became flesh and suffered in the flesh for our 
salvation. We are not saved by idealistic plati- 
tudes, but by His body torn and His blood shed 
for us on Calvary’s Cross. (3) that God raised 
up Jesus physically, bodily, in the flesh, and will 
so raise us up at His Coming in Glory to inherit 
with Him a new heavens and a new earth. 


Can the twentieth century play fast and loose 
with the faith of the Apostles’ Creed and not 
lose its cutting edge? In his autobiographical 
study in S. Kierkegaard, Walter Lowrie says that 
the reason so many people are leaving our evan- 
gelical churches for Christian Science is that their 
“evangelical” pastors have already carried them 
so far down the road to idealism that it is only 
a small step to Christian Science. Leave out the 
virgin birth, the physical resurrection, the return 
in glory and you cut the flesh and blood out of 
the Christian revelation. You exchange the In- 
carnation of God in Jesus for a set of abstract 
principles. 


In Les Premieres Confessiones de Foi Chretiennes 
Oscar Cullmann shows how Ignatius used the 
Virgin Birth to repel the heresy of Docetism in 
the early second century. Later in that century 
Justin and Irenaeus gave this truth even greater 
emphasis. The last named valiantly struggled 
against the whole Platonic concept which would 
give up the Biblical testimony to God’s future 
victory in Christ at His Coming in Glory for 
the Greek metaphysical distinction between this 
world and the timeless Beyond. Cullmann, Christ 
and Time, chapter 2, finds this cyclic Greek ideal- 
ism equally docetic as the doctrine that Jesus 
possessed only the semblance of a body. 


One wonders whether there is not a directly 
docetic flavor in the statement: “St. John in his 
gospel suggests that the resurrected body of Jesus 
retained for evidential purposes certain physical 
properties.” 


There is no indication in the Gospel or the First 
Epistle of John that our Lord’s resurrected body 
had its physical properties only for evidential pur- 
poses. Moreover, Matthew also records that the 
women took hold of His feet; and Luke that He 
told the disciples, “Handle me and see; for a 
spirit has not flesh and bones, as ye see me have;” 
Acts, that He ate and drank with them after His 
resurrection so that they knew His flesh did not 
see corruption. ‘To the same physical effect is 
the testimony of Ignatius in his Epistle to the 
Smyreans, chapter 3. 


Paul’s contrast between the natural and the 
spiritual does not mean the latter is only a ghost 
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body in I Cor.15.44, as is shown by a study of 
the same adjectives in I Cor.2.14-15 - the regen- 
erated or converted or spiritual man is certainly 
not a ghost man. Flesh and blood in I Cor.15.50 
does not mean the physical as against the intel- 
lectual part of man; but it means here, as else- 
where in Scripture, Matt. 16.17; Gal.1.16; Isaiah 
31.3, man in distinction from God. If the word 
spiritual in First Corinthians be read always with 
a capital § the meaning will be clearer. Our 
present natural (literally psychic-psychologically 
controlled) bodies will be laid away at death. 
Our resurrected bodies will be like unto His 
glorious body, that is, Spiritual bodies, real bodies 
controlled by God, the Holy Spirit, so that we 
shall live in the New Jerusalem—in the new 
heavens and the new earth—as He lived to Whom 
the Father gave not the Spirit by measure. 


Brethren, whether or not we unite with the 
U.S.A. Church may we Presbyterians, South as 
well as North, take heed lest we drift from biblical 
Christianity into some form of Platonic idealism. 
May the Holy Spirit use the Word, the Creed, 
the faith of our fathers to anchor us in the flesh 
and blood Christ. 


Only a God great enough to do the mighty 
acts of the Christian Gospel can protect us from 
the physical terrors of an H-bomb war. Among 
the last letters of Luther to his wife is the fol- 
lowing: “I have a better protector than you. He 
it is who lay in a manger and was nursed at a 
maiden’s breast, and sits at the right hand of God 
the Father Almighty—so be at peace.” 


God did become man by a real flesh and blood 
birth of the Virgin Mary; He gave His true 
flesh and blood for us at Calvary; the crucified 
body which was laid in the Tomb of Joseph came 
forth with wounds for Thomas to touch; and 
will come again in glory with the angels of His 


almighty Power. —W.C. R. 





Recent Finds Confirm 
Ancient Text 


Many critical commentaries on the Old Testa- 
ment, books of introduction, and even translations 
have abounded in conjectural emendations of the 
Hebrew text, wherever the scholar found the text 
hard to understand. For example, the RSV 
scholars, working on the assumption that a guess 
was better than a gap, made hundreds of such 
changes. The recent discoveries of ancient Hebrew 
manuscripts in caves near the Dead Sea have made 
such reversal in this point of view that Dr. Bonne 
M. Bowen of Emory University, speaking to the 
local Archaeological Society, characterized these 
finds as making the RSV already out of date. More 
generally, other authorities are recognizing the 
value of these discoveries in establishing the 
Hebrew text against those who have had a heyday 
of conjectural emendations. 
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Speaking of the trend of Old Testament text 
criticism since the Qumran find, Dr. Wm. F. 
Albright writes: 


“One thing is certain: the days when Duhm 
and his imitators could recklessly emend the He- 
brew text of the poetic books of the Bible are 
yone forever; so also is the time when Wutz felt 
free to reinterpret the original Hebrew Vorlage 
of the LXX to suit himself. We must rest assured 
that the consonantal text of the Hebrew Bible, 
though not infallible, has been preserved with an 
accuracy perhaps unparallelled in any other near- 
Eastern literature. Moreover, the Hymns which 
were composed not later than the second century 
B.C. in a strange mosaic pattern whose constituent 
elements come from all parts of the Bible, includ- 
ing the latest Psalms and Job, deal the coup de 
grace to the hypothesis of the Maccabean Psalms, 
while the Habakkuk Commentary from the same 
period makes it impossible seriously to accept the 
idea that there are Hellenistic elements in the 
Prophets. Incidentally, the mere fact that the 
translators misunderstood the meaning of innum- 
erable words and phrases in Hebrew poetry so 
completely when putting the latter into Greek in 
the second century B.C., should give us pause be- 
fore suggesting that some of these poems had been 
composed in the very same century. No, the flood 
of light now being shown on biblical Hebrew 
poetry of all periods by Ugaritic literature guar- 
antees the relative antiquity of its composition as 
well as the astonishing accuracy of its transmis- 
sion. 


In a letter of November 15th, 1954, Dr. Al- 
bright modifies one detail of this quotation from 
Rowley’s “The Old Testament and Modern 
Study.”” He now says that the Hymns were com- 
posed not later than the first century, B.C. But 
he goes on to add: 


“Meanwhile, the continued discoveries of biblical 
scrolls and fragments in the Qumran caves have 
made a Maccabean date for the Psalter incredible, 
since we see that the Hebrew text in one or more 
recensions had not changed appreciably since the 
second century B. C. We must, therefore, admit 
that the consonantal text of the Hebrew Psalter 
is correct almost throughout, and the fact that the 
Greek translators of the LXX were unable to 
understand numerous verses, phrases, and words, 
which have now been clarified by Ugaritic and 
other finds, proves that the text of the Psalms in 
question is much older than the period of the 
translations.” 


To the same effect, Dr. D. Winton Thomas 
SaVS: 


“It has been pointed out that both the Lachish 
ostraca and the Dead Sea scroll-text of Isaiah 
give cause for increased confidence in the general 
trustworthiness of the Massoretic text. A study 
of comparative Semitic philology, tends in the 
same direction. A great deal of textual work on 
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the Massoretic text in the past has been char- 
acterized by excessive emendation of the text. 
Many of the emendations which have been pro- 
posed, and perpetuated, are now seen to be ground- 
less, and a welcome, and necessary reaction has 
set in. What were at one time thought to be 
corrupt or impossible Hebrew forms are today 
often seen to be patient of explanation from some 
other Semitic language. And a more searching 
study of the ancient versions, especially the Sep- 
tuagint, has shown that many supposed divergen- 
cies from the Massoretic text are not in reality 
divergencies at all, but, on the contrary, reflect 
a text identical with the Massoretic text.” 


—Reported by WCR. 





Directors of Christian Educa- 
tion in Texas and Oklahoma 
Unanimously O pp ose the Pro- 
posed Chapter in the Book of 
Church Order on the Director 
of Christian Education. 


“THE DIRECTOR OF CHRISTIAN 
EDUCATION.” 


The following recommendation was unanimously 
approved by the Directors of Christian Education 
of Oklahoma and Texas at their annual Work- 
shop, October 28 at Mo-Ranch, Hunt, Texas. 


“Whereas, the Directors of Christian Education 
of Oklahoma and Texas appreciate the work which 
the Assembly-wide committee has done on the 
proposed chapter to the Book of Church Order 
on the ‘Director of Christian Education,’ we are 
not in agreement with the chapter in its present 
form. Therefore, we recommend that a committee 
of Directors of Christian Education of Oklahoma 
and Texas be appointed to draw up a revised 
chapter containing the acceptable points of the 
present chapter and outlining additional points of 
clarification to be presented at the Austin meeting 
in February of this Oklahoma-Texas Directors’ 
Association. Further, we recommend that our feel- 
ing concerning this chapter be communicated to 
other Synod organizations of Directors of Christian 
Education, with the Association of Directors of 
Christian Education of the Assembly, and with 
Church publications; and that the suggested re- 
visions be shared with the Synod and Assembly 
associations.” 


A large majority of directors for the area were 
present to make this unanimous decision. 
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Why This Concern? 


Many members of the Southern Presbyterian Church are deeply con- 
cerned. We are concerned because we believe that the question of historic 


Presbyterianism is involved in the present proposal to unite the three larger 
Presbyterian bodies. 


In 1950 the U. S. A. General Assembly had before it a report of a con- 
ference held at Greenwich, Conn., which was working toward the organic 
union of the following Churches: Presbyterian U. S. A., Methodist, Evan- 
gelical and Reformed Disciples of Christ, Congregational Christian, Colored 
Methodist Episcopal, African Methodist Episcopal Zion, and the National 
Council of Community Churches. 





The 1950 General Assembly of the U.S. A. Presbyterian Church took the 


following action: 


“That he 162nd (1950) General Assembly give its approval to this 
significant movement toward the organic union of the evangelical 


Protestant Church in the United States and authorize full partici- 
pation in it.” 
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In 1951 — when the prospects of union with our Church seemed to ; 
brighten—the U. S. A. General Assembly rescinded the above action but 2 
in this action said the most important “immediate” contribution looked to 
organic union of the Presbyterian Reformed family and that they would con- 3 
centrate “our present official efforts” to that cause. 2 
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Brethren, if in 1950 the U. S. A. General Assembly could take such an 
action, What reasonable hope is there for the ultimate preservation of our 
historic Presbyterian testimony should the present proposed union with us 
eventuate? 


Should the proposed union go into effect we would be but from 17 per- 
cent to 20 percent of the larger Church. 


It is our conviction that America and the world needs the witness of 
the virile Presbyterianism which characterized the faith of our forefathers. 
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We believe that until the emphasis goes back to those doctrines which 
make Prebyterianism what it is—a faith to be believed, taught and lived 
we must refuse to become a part of this proposed union. 
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On the categorical question whether we shall unite it is our plea that the 
vote shall be “NO.” 


b+Dbb600 


lial 


SEND FOR SAMPLES OF LITERATURE 





; 

THE ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
PRESERVATION AND 
; 

; 

; 


os 006000008 
e PHO LOLS 


-++6260t000000? Fs 
CPP PPD P PP GO LOO LES 


CONTINUATION OF THE SOUTHERN 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 








H. B. Dendy, Secy. Weaverville, N. C. 
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